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which we would be tolerated and could settle and subsist/' while
upholding the principle of Christian anarchism? In the meantime
they requested permission of the Canadian government to stay in
Canada "until they found another country in which to settle or
until convinced that for people who intended basing their lives on
Christian principles there was no place on earth." Thus in the
natural course of events the Dukhobors were confronted with the
chief inconsistency in the very conception of Christian anarchism.
The theorists of non-resistance on principle repudiated the law and
the state, yet their social Utopia could be attained only with the
support of the state and under the protection of the law. L. N.
Tolstoy wrote to the Canadian Dukhobors, encouraging them to
remain loyal to the repudiation of property, emphasizing that once
having acknowledged property it would be impossible to avoid the
necessity of its organized protection by the government, i.e., of
organized coercion.
Without violence or murder no one would be able to hold property.
If we retain property without committing violence, this is only because
it is actually protected by a threat of coercion . . . held over the peo-
ple surrounding us. ... Therefore if you have accepted the property
that is maintained only by military and police service, you must not
refuse military and police service. Those who perform military and
police duties while possessing property behave better than those who
will not accept these duties and yet want to profit by property; such
people want to evade service, while availing themselves of the service
of others.
However, the grim necessity of struggling for existence in a
foreign cpuntry had prevented the Sectarians from following Tol-
stoy's advice; they simply would not "regard the results of their
labor as not their own, nor would they share them with those who
did not work." A year after their emigration to Canada, out of the
thirty-four communities there were only two or three where col-
lective farming and property were still preserved. We find in the
Missionary Review that during 1901 about fifteen hundred well-
to-do Dukhobors were ready to appropriate the allocated plots as
individual property and also to register marriages, whereas the
poorer elements held to their principles and would sometimes
amaze the Canadians by their efforts to break with the state and